
Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Amendment of Parts nand 7 of the
Commission's Rules to Permit Certain
Minor Changes to Broadcast I lcilities
Without a Construction Penni!

To: The Commission

MM Docket No. 96-58

DOCKET v

Comments of the Association of
America's Public Television Stations

The Association of An erica's Puhlic Television Stations suhmits these Comments in

support of the proposed revisl lns to the rules applicahle to television licensees set forth in the

Notice of Proposed Rule Mak!!£. in the ahove-captioned proceeding ("Notice"). Adoption of

the proposed rules will reliev\ television licensees of the requirement to file needless

applications and incur unnecesary delay in modifying their facilities and will reduce

administrative burdens on hot 1 hroadcasters and the Commission.

APTS is a nonprofit 11 embership association whose members comprise the licensees of

most of the nation's 3S I publ c television stations. Those licensees are directly affected by

the Commission's rules govel !ling the process hy which they can modify their facilities.

Under the Commission's cun~nt rules, they are required to apply for construction permits and

then must submit license app Ications for minor changes in facilities that pose little or no risk

of causing interference to oth 'I' hroadcast stations.



In its Notice, the Comn Ission has proposed eliminating this two step process for the

following changes in facilities

( I ) Using formerly Icensed main facilities as auxiliary facilities, as long as the
service contour )f the auxiliary antenna lies within the authorized service
contour of the I! ain antenna,

(2) Changing the Vl rtically polarized ERP of omni-directional television stations,
and

(3) Lowering the c, Ilter of antenna radiation by 4 meters instead of the currently
authorized :2 ml lers.

Under the Commission's prop- lsa!, licensees could make any of these changes without prior

authorization and simply file, pplications to modify their licenses after the change is made.

In appropriate cases where inl leases in ERPs are involved. RF emission showings would also

be required.

APTS fully supports tl ese proposals. [n each situation, there is little risk, if any, that

the change in facilities will c use interference to other hroadcasters or will reduce the service

provided by the station. As' Ich, requiring construction permits imposes a meaningless

administrative burden on hotl hroadcasters and the Commission staff. These burdens are

particularly onerous for publi television stations. Requiring them to file needless

applications diverts their Ii ml l~d resources from programming and other tasks central to the

operation of the stations.

Accordingly. APTS e Icourages the Commission to dispense with these application

requirements now that the C Il1munications Act permits it to do so. The submission of a

modification of license appli ation provides the Commission and the public with the

appropriate information COIll 'rning the station's facilities. and there is no public benefit in the

current two step process. R, tention of the Commission' s requirement of an environment
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Impact showing where a statiO! is proposing to increase its ERP is all that is necessary to

assure the public interest.

Similarly, APTS SUppOl .s the Commission's proposal to eliminate the requirement that

television broadcasters submit construction permit application to relocate their main studio

outside the city of license. Th· factors that bear on those proposals are almost exclusively

legal, and there is no need for LI1 applicant to complete a Form 340 or Form 30 I in order to

make such a move. The subn Ission of a letter or motion requesting a waiver of the

Commission"s main studio I'ul,s will provide the Commission and the public with a full

opportunity to consider the is~ ICS involved.

Conclusion

APTS commends the (ommission for its prompt issuance of the Notice in this

proceeding. The rules it prop lses to eliminate or modify impose needless filing obligations

on broadcasters and processin 2 burdens on the Commission. Permitting broadcasters to make

these changes without authon ration by filing license modification applications and otherwise

simplifying the regulatory pI'< l'ess will give hroadcasters greater flexibility without any

adverse effect on the public lterest.

Respectfully submitted,
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